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89 

I A That they had requested it not to be there. 


1 


91 1 
that there be no paprika. That's comparable? j 


2 Q For something other than a religious reason? 


2 


A No. I wouldn't say they're comparable. I j 


3 A They had asked for specific items to be on 


3 


would say that as an example, when somebody — when 1 


4 the sushi bar and shrimp was not one of them. 


4 


something is on an item or was not requested and we j 


5 Q Yes. I understand that, Mr. Keon. But I'm 


5 


specifically did that, then I could understand why j 


6 asking you whether you understood that there was some 


6 


somebody would be upset. But there are thousands of j 


7 particular gravity about the fact that there had been 


7 


examples 1 could give you. 1 


8 an error by putting shrimp on the sushi bar when it 


8 


Q I see. 


9 had not been requested or was it just simply that 


9 


A I just don't like paprika. That's why I 


10 there is some additional food that was being placed on 


10 


used paprika. 


1 1 the sushi bar? 


11 


Q And that was the full extent of Ridgewells' 


1 2 A Counselor, I don't know whether or not the 


12 


culpability with regard to this event, was it was 


13 presence of shrimp on the sushi bar had or had not 


13 


comparable to its having put paprika on food when the 


14 religious significance for Mark Siegel. What I know 


14 


customer did not want paprika? 


15 is that Mark Siegel had a non kosher wedding and he 


15 


A No. I didn't say that. You just said that 


16 had requested specific items — he knew it was non 


16 


Q No. I'm asking you whether that's the 


17 kosher and we inadvertently, through an outside 


17 


illustration that you use. 


18 vendor, had shrimp on the sushi bar. That's what I 


18 


A I wouldn't use that illustration. 


19 understood through my discussions with Ms. Nann. 


19 


Q It was your illustration, wasn't it? 


20 Q And through your discussions with Ms. Nann, 


20 


MR. SCHWABER; Objection. It wasn't his 


2 1 did you understand that putting shrimp on sushi at a 


21 


illustration and you just clarified it. 


22 Jewish wedding where there were people who followed 


22 


(A recess was taken.) 


90 
1 dietary laws was a serious violation? 


1 


92 
BY MR. LEWIN: 


2 MR. SCHWABER: Serious violation of what? 


2 


Q I asked you a little bit about Toby Nann. 


3 MR. LEWTN: A serious violation of the 


3 


Do you know when she became an event designer? 


4 religious requirements and of the expectation of the 


4 


A No. Not specifically. 


5 customer at the wedding. 


5 


Q But you listed her as one initially of I 


6 MR. SCHWABER: Objection. 


6 


think — was it two people who, you know, sort of 


7 A You asked a compound question. The first 


7 


handles kosher events? Is that right? 


8 part religious, no, I don't understand. The second 


8 


MR. SCHWABER: The witness mentioned three. 


9 part, because it had not been requested, that I 


9 


MR. LEWTN: Three. Okay. 


10 understand. 


10 


BY MR. LEWIN: 


11 BY MR. LEWIN: 


11 


Q So in terms of the kosher events that 


12 Q But you didn't understand the religious 


12 


Ridgewells has, approximately what percentage of those 


13 part, although you've told us that you understood that 


13 


kosher events do you think would be under her 


14 shrimp is clearly not kosher? 


14 


direction? I mean she would be the event designer 


15 A That's right. That's right. Shrimp is not 


15 


for? 


16 kosher. It would be no different than if somebody had 


16 


A You know, I couldn't answer that without 


17 requested no paprika and we had paprika on an item and 


17 


looking at the events. I really wouldn't know. 


18 they would be upset. But there's no religious 


18 


Q But is it approximately equally distributed 


19 significance to this. 


19 


between the three event designers, handling kosher 


20 Q I see. So your testimony today is, Mr. 


20 


events? 


21 Keon, that putting shrimp on that sushi bar was like 


21 


A No. I wouldn't characterize it that way. 


22 putting paprika on food when somebody had requested 


22 


Depends on the size of the event as well. 
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